
           
    

AGENDA FOR REGULAR BOARD MEETING
Tuesday, August 12, 2014 at 10:00 AM

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HEARING ROOM
1415 MELODY LANE, BUILDING G, BISBEE, AZ 85603

ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS OPEN FOR DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT
THE MEETING

ROLL CALL  
Members of the Cochise County Board of Supervisors will attend either in person or by telephone, video or internet conferencing. 

 Note that some attachments may be updated after the agenda is published. This means that some
presentation materials displayed at the Board meeting may differ slightly from the attached version.

             

CONSENT
 

Board of Supervisors
 

1.   Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of July 22, 2014.
 

2.   Approve a Letter to United States Fish and Wildlife requesting a public hearing and comment
extension in regard to FWS-R2-ES-2013-0056 Draft EIS (DEIS) for the proposed revision to
the nonessential experimental population of the Mexican Wolf (canis lupus bailey).

 

3.   Appoint Mr. John Millican from District 2 and Mr. Fred Davis from District 3 to the Public Lands
Advisory Committee (PLAC) for a two-year term beginning July 1, 2014 and through June 30,
2016. 

 

County Attorney
 

4.   Approve the proposed settlement in property tax appeal case Patrice M. Miscione, Shelby J.
Nicholson v. Cochise County, ST2014-000377 (Assessor Parcel No. 10509002C), now
pending in Arizona Tax Court, a division of he Superior Court of and for Maricopa County.

 

County Sheriff
 

  



 

5.   Approve a Grant Agreement between the United States Department of Justice and the
Cochise County's Sheriff's Office providing $34,068 for public safety equipment. 

 

Finance
 

6.   Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.
 

Workforce Development
 

7.   Approve Amendment #1 to Title IB Adult, Youth, and Dislocated Worker PY13/FY14 contract
DE14-052279 between Cochise County and the Arizona Department of Economic Security for
the WIA Service Delivery Area from April 1, 2013 to June 30, 2016.

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS
 

Board of Supervisors
 

8.   Approve a new liquor license application for a series #10 (beer/wine store) liquor license
submitted by Mr. Suresh Kumar Thathi for Quick Pic Market located at 62 N. Oak Drive,
Benson 85602.

 

Community Development
 

9.   Adopt Resolution 14-25 to amend certain Cochise County zoning district boundaries from
RU-4 (Rural; one dwelling per four-acres) to SR-22 (Single Family Residential; one dwelling
per 22,000-square feet), and approve a Master Development Plan (MDP), pursuant to the
request of Mr. Douglass Carr.

 

10.   Adopt Resolution 14-26 to establish approximately 10 miles of Gleeson Road, as described
therein, as a Declared County Highway.

 

ACTION
 

Community Development
 

11.   Approve a request from Palominas Fire District, a Special District, for a waiver of permit fees
totaling $317.45 for the construction of a 312 square foot carport with an enclosed area for
storage.

 

12.   Adopt Resolution 14-27 to establish a 15 ton weight restriction on Gleeson Road, as described
therein.

 

County Treasurer
 

13.   Approve the recommendation of the County Treasurer for the abatement of property taxes and
interest on personal property and the removal of personal property tax liens on Treasurer's
Certificate of Clearance No’s.2014-0403 to 2014-0425 and 2014-0427 to 2014-0429 pursuant
to A.R.S. 42-19118.

 

  



CALL TO THE PUBLIC
 

This is the time for the public to comment. Members of the Board may not discuss items that are not
specifically identified on the agenda. 
 

REPORT BY MICHAEL J. ORTEGA, COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR -- RECENT AND PENDING
COUNTY MATTERS
 

SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS
 

Report by District 1 Supervisor, Patrick Call
 

Report by District 2 Supervisor, Ann English
 

Report by District 3 Supervisor, Richard Searle
 

 
Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), Cochise County does not, by reason of a disability, exclude from

participation in or deny benefits or services, programs or activities or discriminate against any qualified person with a disability.
Inquiries regarding compliance with ADA provisions, accessibility or accommodations can be directed to Chris Mullinax,
Safety/Loss Control Analyst at (520) 432-9720, FAX (520) 432-9716, TDD (520) 432-8360, 1415 Melody Lane, Building F,

Bisbee, Arizona 85603. 

 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors

1415 Melody Lane, Building G    Bisbee, Arizona 85603
520-432-9200    520-432-5016 fax    board@cochise.az.gov

 

  



   
    Consent      1.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Minutes
Submitted By: Cathy Davis, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors
Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of July 22, 2014.

Background:
Minutes

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Signed minutes routed for processing and posted on the internet.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
n/a

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Send to the Recorder's Office for microfiche purposes.

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:
Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:

Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers

Attachments
No file(s) attached.



   
    Consent      2.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Letter to USFW public hearing Mexican Wolf, extension of public comment
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors
Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve a Letter to United States Fish and Wildlife requesting a public hearing and comment extension
in regard to FWS-R2-ES-2013-0056 Draft EIS (DEIS) for the proposed revision to the nonessential
experimental population of the Mexican Wolf (canis lupus bailey).

Background:

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Send letter to the Director of US Fish and Wildlife.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The request for public hearing and extension to public commentary period will not be sent on behalf of
Cochise County.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Send Letter to:
Public Comments Processing
Attn: FWS–R2–ES–2013–0056
Division of Policy and Directives Management
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters, MS: BPHC
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041–3803
Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://www.regulations.gov

Daniel Ashe, Director
US Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C Street, N.W.
Washington DC 20240

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:

http://www.regulations.gov


Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:
Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers

Attachments
Letter requesting USFW Public Hearing July 2013
Letter to USFW requesting Public Hearing and Comment Extension from BOS



Kimberlee K. Mulhern, RG 
2787 Provenza Drive 

Sierra Vista, AZ   85650 
Phone:  520-456-4885      Email:  kkmulhern@cox.net 

 

 
 

 
 
July 25th, 2013 
 
 
Mexican Wolf Recovery Program 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office 
ATTN:  Ms. Sherry Barrett, Mexican Wolf Recovery Coordinator 
2105 Osuna Road NE 
Albuquerque, NM   87113 
 
RE:  Docket No. FWS-R2-ES-2013-0056; FXES11130900000C2-134-FF09E32000, 
RIN 1018-AY 46, Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Proposed Revision 
To The Nonessential Experimental Population of the Mexican Wolf 
 
Dear Ms. Barrett: 
 
On behalf of Cochise County, Arizona, I am writing to you to request that a public 
hearing on the Proposed Revision associated with the Mexican Wolf referenced above 
be conducted within the boundaries of Cochise County, Arizona.   
 
Please contact me if you have any questions regarding this request or require any 
assistance with identifying appropriate times or locations.  You may reach me by 
telephone at 520-456-4885 or by email at kkmulhern@cox.net. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Kimberlee K. Mulhern, RG 
Consultant for Cochise County 
 
Submitted on Behalf of Cochise County 
 
Cc:   Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator 

Jim Vlahovich, Deputy County Administrator 

mailto:kkmulhern@cox.net
mailto:kkmulhern@cox.net


Cochise County
Board of Supervisors
Public Programs. . .Personal Service
www.cochise.az.gov

PATRICK G. CALL
Chairman
District 1

ANN ENGLISH
Vice-Chairman
District 2

RICHARD R. SEARLE
Supervisor 
District 3

MICHAEL J. ORTEGA
County Administrator

JAMES E. VLAHOVICH
Deputy County Administrator

ARLETHE G. RIOS
Clerk of the Board

1415 Melody Lane, Building G 
Bisbee, Arizona 85603
520-432-9200
520-432-5016 fax
board@cochise.az.gov

August 12, 2014

Public Comments Processing 
Attn: FWS–R2–ES–2013–0056
Division of Policy and Directives Management 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters, MS: BPHC
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041–3803
Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://www.regulations.gov

Dan Ashe, Director
U.5. Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C. Street, NW, ROOM 3331
Washington, DC 20240
Email: dan_ashe@fws.gov

RE:  Request for Public Hearing and Comment Extension in Regard to FWS–R2–ES–2013–0056 Draft EIS 
(DEIS) for the Proposed Revision to the Nonessential Experimental Population of the Mexican Wolf (Canis 
lupus bailey) 

Cochise County formally requests a public hearing be held within the County wherein USFWS presents facts and 
answers questions from the public and from County officials in regard to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Revision to the Nonessential Experimental Population of the Mexican Wolf.   The County 
originally requested a public meeting be held in Cochise County in July 2013 (attached) and is dismayed to hear that 
the only public meetings will be held over 300 miles away. It is not practical for people in Cochise County to travel 
this far to a meeting, especially in light of the fact that they may only receive three minutes of time to present their 
issues.  A meeting in the county would allow those from much of the area south of I-10 to have the opportunity to 
provide much needed public input.

The hearing needs to be held at least 60 days prior to the close of the comment period on the DEIS to allow adequate 
time for comments.

The reason for the hearing is the unique status of Cochise County in respect to current and proposed actions related to 
the Mexican wolf.  Cochise County is the only county in Arizona that has wolves being introduced just south of its 
border, subjecting the County to wolf occupation with no NEPA analysis and no opportunity for comment.  USFWS 
subversively provided the Mexican government with wolves to introduce as close as 30 miles south of our County line 
(DEIS Chapter 1, page 27).  



Further, as noted in the DEIS in Chapter 1, page 27:
“Gray wolves are capable of dispersing > 500 miles (>800 km) (Fritts 1983, Boyd et 25 al. 1995). The observed 
movement distance for dispersing wolves in the BRWRA population has 26 averaged 54 +/- 6 miles (87 km) (IFT 
2005). Dispersal and natural re-colonization of areas of suitable habitat in Arizona and New Mexico south of I-10 to 
the international border with Mexico is possible both from the reintroduction areas in Mexico and, if we were to allow 
wolves to disperse into the MWEPA, 29 from the BRWRA.”

These Mexican wolves that come north from Old Mexico gain immediate full endangered species status once they 
cross into Cochise County.  If the proposed action is implemented, additional wolves are expected to be planted in 
Cochise County.  These wolves jeopardize the economic and social stability of the citizens of Cochise County and for 
this reason, we deserve to be heard and to ask questions.  

The County also requests an extension of the comment period by an additional 120 days past the current September 23, 
2014 due date.  This extension is necessary for our citizens to become informed and to provide constructive comments 
to the USFWS proposed action.

Sincerely,

Patrick G. Call Ann English Richard R. Searle
Chairman Vice-Chairman Supervisor
District 1 District 2 District 3

cc: 
Senator John McCain
Russell Office Building 241
Washington, D.C. 20510

Senator Jeff Flake
Russell Office Building 368
Washington, D.C. 20510

Honorable Gail Griffin
Senate
1700 W. Washington, Room 300
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Honorable David M. Gowan
House of Representatives
1700 W. Washington, Room 206
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Honorable David W. Stevens
House of Representatives
1700 W. Washington, Room 312
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dr. Benjamin Tuggle U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Southwestern Regional Office
Mexican Wolf Recovery Program
New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna Rd. NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87113



   
    Consent      3.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Appoint Fred Davis to PLAC from District 3 and John Millican to PLAC District 2
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors
Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Appoint Mr. John Millican from District 2 and Mr. Fred Davis from District 3 to the Public Lands Advisory
Committee (PLAC) for a two-year term beginning July 1, 2014 and through June 30, 2016. 

Background:
Supervisor Searle would like to appoint Mr. Fred Davis to the PLAC Board and Mr. Davis has showed his
willingness to serve. Vice-Chairman English would like to appoint Mr. John Millican to the PLAC Board
and Mr. Millican has showed his willingness to serve.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Send Mr. Davis and Mr. Millican the Oath of Office and appointment letter

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
District 2 and 3 will only have 1 representative on the PLAC.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Mail Oath and OML Documents to:

Fred Davis 
P.O. Box 62
Tombstone Az. 85638

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:
Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:

Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers



Attachments
No file(s) attached.



   
    Consent      4.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Attorney             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Approval of Settlement Agreement in Tax Appeal Case Number ST2014-000377
Submitted By: Elda Orduno, County Attorney
Department: County Attorney
Presentation: No A/V

Presentation
Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature
NOT Required 

# of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Elda E. Orduno TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Civil Deputy Attorney

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the proposed settlement in property tax appeal case Patrice M. Miscione, Shelby J. Nicholson v.
Cochise County, ST2014-000377 (Assessor Parcel No. 10509002C), now pending in Arizona Tax Court,
a division of he Superior Court of and for Maricopa County.

Background:
Taxpayer filed a civil action in Arizona Tax Court, asking for a reduction in assessed value from
$551,005.00 to $314,262.00 for tax year 2014. After inspecting the property on June 5, 2014, reviewing
the taxpayer's documentation and other market factors/comparables, the Assessor agrees that the
property assessment for Tax Year 2014 should be lowered. The Assessor recommended a settlement
offer to Plaintiff that lowers the full cash value and limited property value as follows: 2014 Total Full Cash
Value = $314,262.00 2014 Limited Property Value = $314,262.00 The settlement offer also provides that
the 2014 value will not be carried over to 2015 per A.R.S. 42-16002(B). Because the property is
undergoing extensive remodeling, A.R.S. 42-16002(B) applies and taxpayer will therefore receive a 2015
Notice of Change per A.R.S. 42-15105. The taxpayer has accepted the settlement offer. 

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon approval by the Board, Counsel for the County will submit a Stipulation for Entry of Judgment and a
proposed form of Judgment to the Arizona Tax Court. Upon the Court's signing of the proposed form of
Judgment, this case will conclude pursuant to the settlement terms.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The County will be subjected to continued litigation and risks should the Arizona Tax Court determine that
the assessed property value should be less than the agreed upon settlement amount. Additional litigation
would also subject the County to a possible court order requiring the County to pay for the taxpayer's
fees and costs. 

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Advise the County Attorney's Office - Civil Division of Board's decision.



Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:
Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:

Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if
known):
Funding sources are not required. Upon Board approval, the fiscal impact will be a reduction in the tax
base.

Attachments
Proposed Form of Judgment
Stipulation for Entry of Judgment













   
    Consent      5.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Grant Approval Safety Equipment Purchase
Submitted By: Forest Hauser, County Sheriff
Department: County Sheriff
Presentation: Recommendation: 

Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

1

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

You will use this Agenda Item template if your item involves a Grant (whether a new or renewal grant).  You also must attach the Grant Approval
Form to the item before Finance will approve it. Select the SPECIAL LINKS on your left-hand menu and Click on "Grant Approval Form". Then
complete the form, save it and attach it to your item (on the Attachments tab). 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve a Grant Agreement between the United States Department of Justice and the Cochise County's Sheriff's Office providing $34,068 for
public safety equipment. 

Background:
The United States Department of Justice offers grant funding to public satefy agencies for the purchase of public safety equipment (3 Patrol
Bicycles/1 Milo Target ID Gun Conversion Kit - Used for target identification (simulated)/5 Tactical Vests-Helmets-Gas Masks (For SWAT
Use)/Guard +1 Pipe Security System (For Detention) Used by Detention Officers to monitor security checks/Digital Data Storage System-(Used
by Investigations) Stores digital data for investigations/intelligence purposes).

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Secure funding for the United States Department of Justice. Purchase items listed in this grant solicitation.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Grant funding not approved will require the Sheriff's Office to purchase these items through its budget.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Upon approval, the Cochise County Board of Supervisors "approval document" will be forwarded to the United States Department of Justice to
further the grant solicitation.

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available: 34,068

Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:

Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers
Fiscal Year: 2014/2015

One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$): 34,068

Ongoing Costs? ($$$): 0
County Match Required? ($$$): 0

A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$): 0
Source of Funding?: US BJA

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):

 
Fiscal Year: 2014/2015

One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$): 34068

Ongoing Costs? ($$$): 0



County Match Required? ($$$): 0
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$): 0

Source of Funding?: US BJA
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):

 
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
Line 2 listed below is duplicated from line 1.

Attachments
BJA Grant 2014
BJA Memo
Edward Byrne Memorial 2014 Program
Grant Approval Form



Please wait... 
  
If this message is not eventually replaced by the proper contents of the document, your PDF 
viewer may not be able to display this type of document. 
  
You can upgrade to the latest version of Adobe Reader for Windows®, Mac, or Linux® by 
visiting  http://www.adobe.com/go/reader_download. 
  
For more assistance with Adobe Reader visit  http://www.adobe.com/go/acrreader. 
  
Windows is either a registered trademark or a trademark of Microsoft Corporation in the United States and/or other countries. Mac is a trademark 
of Apple Inc., registered in the United States and other countries. Linux is the registered trademark of Linus Torvalds in the U.S. and other 
countries.



Mark Dannels
Sheriff

Thad Smith
Chief Deputy

TO: Ms. Arlethe Rios Clerk of the Board Cochise County
FROM: Cmdr. Forest Hauser Operations/Enforcement
DATE: July 22, 2014
RE: Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Program

2014-H2842-AZ-DJ

This memo shall serve to aid the Cochise County Board of Supervisors for their review and 
consideration for grant approval.

This agency has applied for the release of $34,068.00 in federal funding for equipment purchase.

Currently, the Department of Justice application is pending upon the approval of the governing 
body (Cochise County Board of Supervisors).  

Office of the Sheriff
Cochise County



Edward Byrne Memorial 
Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program

2014-H2842-AZ-DJ
FY 2014 Application

Cochise County Sheriff’s Office
205 N Judd Dr.

Bisbee, Arizona 85603
Main (520) 432-9500
Fax  (520) 432-7603



2014 Application Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Formula Program 
Local Solicitation 2014-H2842-AZ-DJ Cochise County Sheriff’s Office

Tactical and Patrol Equipment Grant Application
Support Document A

Standard Form 424

Attachment 1: Abstract
Name: Cochise County Sheriff’s Office (CCSO)

Project Title: Tactical, Patrol and Detention Equipment Purchase

Goals: Equip 5 CCSO SWAT operatives with level 3 ballistic vests, gas
masks and Kevlar helmets which will replace expiring equipment; Equip
3 CCSO deputies with Patrol Bicycles equipped with lights and sirens and 
for use in conducting patrols in high crime areas with no vehicle access. 
Equip CCSO Detention with a Guard Tour “Pipe” System which will 
assist in maintaining a scheduled and accurate account of security patrols
within and around the perimeter of CCSO Detention which will replace 
broken outdated system. Equip CCSO with a Milo Range training laser 
gun system which will assist in training CCSO Deputies in the use of 
firearms without the cost of using live ammunition. Equip CCSO 
Investigations with a Digital Data Storage system which will assist with 
retrieving information from cellular devices for investigative purposes.

Strategy:
During high risk tactical missions, CCSO SWAT Unit operatives are exposed to volatile
environments and violent criminal offenders from which lethal encounters are apparent. 
The above identified equipment will replace older expiring SWAT body armor, helmets 
and gas masks which SWAT operative use for protection during these high risk tactical 
missions and better capability towards ending these types of incidents with the least 
amount of risk of potential injury to the operatives, criminal offenders, and the immediate 
public. Investigative duties and responsibilities of CCSO Deputies require the need for 
storing digital images, messages and data which proves cases of criminal activity from 
cellular devices used by criminals in their daily activities. A digital data storage system 
will be another resource for Deputies which will assist in producing a higher percentage 
of prosecutable cases which result in higher conviction rates, thus promoting Public 
safety. CCSO Detention Officers routinely conduct security checks within the Detention 
Facility for safety and to promote a secure environment for the inmates and detention 
staff. A new “Pipe” system will replace an existing broken system. CCSO uses a Bike 
Patrol unit to patrol areas where they can move quickly and undetected by criminals and 
where vehicles are unable to travel. GT Karakoram Mountain bikes equipped with lights 
and sirens will replace older patrol bicycles used by the Bike Patrol units.

This program associates and identifies with the formulas used in the Justice Assistance 
Grant by the following:
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1. Officer Safety
2. Equipment-Tactical
3. Violent Crimes
4. Violent Crime Offenders
5. Equipment-Video/Audio Data Recording
6.   Equipment-Patrol Duty Bicycles

Attachment 2: Program Narrative
The proposed activities for the 4 year grant period will consist of purchasing personal 
protective equipment and tactical equipment for SWAT operations and digital data 
storage devices for investigations purposes. Patrol bicycles for criminal activity patrols 
and security monitoring systems for Detention.

Cochise County is located in the Southeastern corner of Arizona and encompasses 6,215 
square miles of mountains and diverse desert terrain. Within Cochise County there are 
ranches and farming industries, as well as, 7 incorporated cities and numerous 
unincorporated townships. The incorporated areas include Sierra Vista, Huachuca City, 
Benson, Bisbee, Tombstone, Douglas, and Willcox. Fort Huachuca, a U.S. Army Base, is
located within Cochise County as well. Additionally, Cochise County shares a 75 mile 
border with New Mexico and an 82.5 mile border with Sonora, Mexico. These contribute 
to a culturally diverse population whom live within Cochise County. The county has a 
population of 146,037, and a growth rate of .6% (United States Census 2010).

Cochise County is unique to most rural areas within the United States due to its warm and 
pleasant climate which draws a large population of homeless and transient people from 
neighboring states along with visitors and migrant workers from Mexico. Further, 
Cochise County has been identified as a major corridor for channeling illegal narcotics 
and aliens into the United States, as well as, a nexus for transportation of stolen vehicles, 
currency, and weapons into Mexico illegally. “Street Gangs”, “Outlaw Motorcycle 
Gangs”, and other organized criminal activities are also present within Cochise County. 
The Cochise County Sheriff’s Office is tasked with protecting the unincorporated rural 
areas of Cochise County while also providing support to the local law enforcement 
agencies within the incorporated cites. Deputies encounter many violent criminals 
associated with the above criminal elements while having limited resources available.
Law enforcement agencies have increasingly been confronted with acts of extraordinary 
violence. In dealing with incidents of such nature and the advent of terrorist acts carried 
out on U.S. soil, the preservation of human life and mitigation of high risk situations must 
be of primary consideration. The presence of a skilled, well trained and properly 
equipped law enforcement tactical unit substantially reduces the risk of injury or loss of 
life to citizens, law enforcement officers, and suspects. Recognizing the dynamics of the 
law enforcement business, the Cochise County Sheriff’s Office maintains a skilled, well 
trained and properly equipped SWAT unit, as a resource for the Sheriffs Office and other 
law enforcement agencies needing assistance with critical incidents 
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The Cochise County Sheriff’s Office has an ongoing commitment to provide better 
resources for its staff which increases deputy safety both individually and collectively as 
a Department. The purchase of personal protective and tactical equipment for SWAT 
operations and digital data storage devices, patrol bicycles for patrol Deputies will 
enhance the safety of Deputies while providing additional resources for serving and 
protecting the citizens within Cochise County.

The purchase of the SWAT equipment will replace 5 SWAT operator level 3 ballistic 
vests, gas masks and Kevlar helmets that are reaching their recommended replacement 
dates; The purchase of the digital data storage device will assist CCSO deputies with 
digital storage of images and messages used in the day to day operations of criminals 
intent on promoting their criminal activity and to insure a higher probability of 
prosecutable cases. 

The purchase of 3 Patrol Mountain bikes will replace older bicycles to effectively patrol 
area not easily accessible to motor vehicles for hidden criminal activity. The purchase of 
the “Pipe” security system will replace an older broken system with a more rugged and 
user friendly system to accurately monitor security checks within the Detention facility.

This program is a necessity and enhances the efforts put forth to keeping the peace and 
creating safer environments within our communities while working within the parameters 
of the mission and philosophies established by the Cochise County Sheriff’s Office. This 
Program would not be possible without the appointments of funds from the Justice 
Assistance Grant Award.
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Attachment 3: Budget and Budget Narrative
Support Document B
Budget Worksheet from suggested website.

The equipment desired to be purchased through the Justice Assistance Grant is necessary 
for the success of this project so as to enhance:

1. Officer Safety
2. Public Safety
3. Criminal Prosecutions
4. Criminal Records

JAG funds will be used to purchase equipment as described in Attachment 2.

Attachment 4: Review Narrative

The Justice Assistance Grant is due for submission on June 10, 2014, and will be 
reviewed by the Cochise County Board of Supervisors on or before July 08, 2014. At that 
time, the Justice Assistance Grant will be made available to the Public and for review by 
the governing board, and an opportunity to comment will be provided to the citizens, 
neighborhoods, and community organizations. At the completion of the review and with 
the governing board’s approval, a supplemental report will be forwarded. 

Attachment 5: Applicant Disclosure of Pending Applications

The Cochise County Sheriff’s Office does not have pending applications submitted 
within the last 12 months for federally funded assistance that include requests for funding 
to support the same project being proposed under this solicitation and will cover the 
identical cost items outlined in the budget narrative and worksheet in the application 
under this solicitation.
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Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Finance             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Demands
Submitted By: Cathy Davis, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors
Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.

Background:
Auditor-General's requirement for Board of Supervisors to approve.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Return to Finance after BOS approval.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Board of Supervisors will not be in compliance with State law.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Return to Finance after BOS approval.

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:
Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:

Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers

Attachments
No file(s) attached.
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Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Workforce Development             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
WIB_Amendment #1 to Title IB Adult, Youth, and Dislocated Worker contract DE14-052279 
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors
Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

na TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

na

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve Amendment #1 to Title IB Adult, Youth, and Dislocated Worker PY13/FY14 contract
DE14-052279 between Cochise County and the Arizona Department of Economic Security for the WIA
Service Delivery Area from April 1, 2013 to June 30, 2016.

Background:
Background: Programs through the Department of Labor contracts and funds come from the DOL to the
State. Cochise County Workforce Development, Inc. (CCWD) works with Adult, Youth, and Dislocated
Worker training programs in Cochise, Graham, and Greenlee Counties. CCWD is reimbursed for their
allowable expense through DOL and the State. This Intergovernmental Agreement is for the term of April
1, 2013 to June 30, 2016.

Fiscal Impact/Funding Sources: The contract reimbursement maximum for all services provided during
the term of the contract and/or for the term specified above shall be $3,148,727. Cochise County acts as
a pass through; there is no fiscal impact to Cochise County.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Review and sign the four copies of the PY13/FY14 Intergovernmental Agreement so that once expenses
have been submitted to the State for reimbursement, the State WIA funds (only up to the contract limit)
can be wired to Cochise County and passed to Cochise County Workforce Development Inc. in order to
cover expenses.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Funds would not be available for the program.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
The documents should be mailed to: Cochise County Workforce Development Inc., 900 Carmelita Drive,
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635, Attn: Michelle Huff.

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:



Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:
Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:

Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers

Attachments
DE14-052279 Amendment 1 - PY14 FY15 Funds
DE14-052279 A1 Attachment B
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Intergovernmental Agreement 

CONTRACT AMENDMENT 

  1.  CONTRACTOR (Name and address) 

 
   Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
 1415 W Melody Lane 
   Bisbee, AZ 85603 

 

 2.  CONTRACT ID NUMBER 

 
DE14-052279 

 
 3.  AMENDMENT NUMBER 

1 
 

4. THE PARTIES AGREE TO THE FOLLOWING AMENDMENT 
 
 

Pursuant to Section 6.0 Manner of Financing, Paragraph 6.2 the following allocation of funds by Program and 
Fiscal Year are added:    
 
PY 2014 AD Admin funds are added in amount $2,779.00 
FY 2015 AD Admin funds are added in amount $36,483.00 
PY 2014 Adult funds are added in amount $25,014.00 
FY 2015 Adult funds are added in amount $328,344.00 
PY 2014 DW funds are added in amount $125,071.00 
FY 2015 DW funds are added in amount $757,187.00 
PY 2014 DW Admin funds are added in amount $13,897.00 
FY 2015 DW Admin funds are added in amount $84,132.00 
PY 2014 RR funds are added in amount $15,393.00 
FY 2015 RR funds are added in amount $93,193.00 
PY 2014 Youth funds are added in amount $351,475.00 
PY 2014 YT Admin funds are added in amount $39,053.00 
 
The total ($1,872,021) of these funds must be expended by 6/30/2016. 
The final expenditure report for these funds must be submitted to DES by 8/15/2016. 
 
The reimbursement ceiling is increased from $ 1,276,706.00 to $3,148,727.00 
 
Attachment B, Allocation by Program and Fiscal Year, revised 5/28/2014 is attached to this Amendment and 
reflects all current totals by Program and Fiscal Year. 
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The purpose of this amendment is to add additional funding and make the following changes: 

Sections have been renumbered throughout the document as sections have been inserted and removed.  

Section 6.2.1 will now read  

6.2.1 The Contractor agrees that Pursuant to 20 CFR 667.107, funds allocated by a State to a local area under subpart- 

A sections 128(b) and 133(b) of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998, for any Program year are available for expenditure 

only during that program year and the succeeding program year. Funds that are not expended by a local area in the 

two-year period described in paragraph (b) (1) of section 128 (b) and 133(b) of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 

shall be returned to the State. Funds so returned are available for expenditure by State and local recipients and sub 

recipients only during the third program year of availability. These funds may be used for statewide projects, or 

distributed to other local areas, which had fully expended their allocation of funds for the same program year within 

the two- year period. 

Section 6.3 will be removed in its entirety 

Section 6.4 will be removed in its entirety 

Section 8.1.6 will now read: 

8.1.6 Follow-up services for individuals who have received WIA services who are placed in unsubsidized employment 

for not less than Twelve (12) months after the first day of employment. 

Section 8.2 will now read: 

8.2 Intensive Services:   

Section 8.5.11 will now read: 

8.5.11 Follow-up services for not less than twelve (12) months after the completion of participation; and 

Section 9.2.3 will now read: 

9.2.3 Complete the requirements stated in the Demand for Assurance, including the corrective action plan, by the 

timeframe prescribed by the Department, failure to complete shall result in the immediate suspension of the 

Contractor’s authority to receive payment under this Contract.   Such authority shall not be reinstated until the 

Contractor submits, and the Department approves, a revised corrective action plan or submits documentation to 

show that the issues identified in the Demand for Assurance have been addressed. 

Section 9.2.4 will now read: 

9.2.4 Comply with the approved Demand for Assurance response.  If not in compliance, the Department will proceed 

with remedies outlined in Section 24.0 up to and including sanctions. 

Section 9.2.5 will now read: 

9.2.5     Be held responsible for meeting performance measures.  If the Contractor fails the same performance 

measure in two consecutive years, the ADES may impose sanctions up to and including withholding WIA Title I B 

funding as outlined in Section 24.0 

Section 12.0 Monitoring will now read: 
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12.0 Monitoring 

The Department will monitor the Contractor and /or subcontractor(s) who shall    cooperate in the monitoring of 

services delivered; facilities; records maintained and fiscal practice. The Contractor must conduct regular oversight 

and monitoring of its WIA activities and those of its subrecipients in accordance with CFR 667.410 subpart D and in 

accordance with the uniform administrative requirements at 29 CFR parts 95 and 97. 

Section 33.2.2 will now read: 

35.2.2 The state procurement administrator may waive the restriction set forth in subsection (A) of this Section if 

the state procurement administrator determines in writing that the rule’s application would not be in the state’s best 

interest. The determination shall state the specific reasons that the restriction in subsection (A) of this Section has 

been waived. 

Section 39.0 Non-Availability of Funds will be inserted as follows: 

39.0 Non-Availability of Funds  

39.1 In accordance with ARS § 35-154, every payment obligation of the State under the Agreement is conditioned 

upon the availability of funds appropriated or allocated for payment of such obligation.  If funds are not allocated and 

available for the continuance of this Agreement, this Agreement may be terminated by the State at the end of the 

period for which funds are available.  No liability shall accrue to the State in the event his provision is exercised, and 

the State shall not be obligated or liable for any future payments or for any damages as a result of termination under 

this paragraphSection 43.0 Scrutinized Business will be deleted in its entirety. 

Section 45.1.2 will read as follows: 

44.1.2 Attachment B – WIA Allocation by Program and Fiscal Year 

 
 

5.     EXCEPT AS PROVIDED HEREIN, ALL TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT AS HERETOFORE CHANGED AND/OR 
AMENDED REMAIN UNCHANGED AND IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.  THE AMENDMENT SHALL BECOME EFFECTIVE ON THE DATE 
OF LAST SIGNATURE UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED HEREIN.  BY SIGNING THIS FORM ON BEHALF OF THE CONTRACTOR, THE 
SIGNATORY CERTIFIES HE/SHE HAS THE AUTHORITY TO BIND THE CONTRACTOR TO THIS CONTRACT. 

6. 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY 
7.  NAME OF CONTRACTOR  

Cochise County 

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED INDIVIDUAL SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED INDIVIDUAL 

TYPED NAME 

Najwa Stuck 
TYPED NAME 

Ann English 

TITLE 

Procurement Manager 
TITLE 

Chairman 

DATE 

      
DATE 

      

IN ACCORDANCE WITH ARS §11-952 THIS CONTRACT AMENDMENT HAS BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED WHO HAVE DETERMINED THAT THIS 
CONTRACT AMENDMENT IS IN APPROPRIATE FORM AND WITHIN THE POWERS AND AUTHORITY GRANTED TO EACH RESPECTIVE PUBLIC BODY. 

ARIZONA ATTORNEY GENERAL’S OFFICE  

 
 
BY: 

 

 
 
BY: 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL PUBLIC AGENCY LEGAL COUNSEL 

 
 
DATE:   

 
 
DATE: 

  



                                                                                                Attachment B - Allocation by Program and Fiscal Year  Cochise County
Updated 5/28/2014

Contract  DE14-052279
PY/FY Year Program Amount Start Date End Date Final Report Submission Deadline

PY 2013 AD ADMIN 978.00$               7/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
PY 2013 YT ADMIN 38,047.00$          4/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
PY 2013 DW ADMIN 4,447.00$            7/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
FY 2014 AD ADMIN 37,162.00$          10/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
FY 2014 DW ADMIN 42,107.00$          10/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
PY 2013 YOUTH 342,423.00$       4/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
PY 2013 ADULT 8,802.00$            7/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
FY 2014 ADULT 334,458.00$       10/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
PY 2013 DW 40,027.00$          7/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
FY 2014 DW 378,962.00$       10/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
PY 2013 RR 4,709.00$            7/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015
FY 2014 RR 44,584.00$          10/1/2013 6/30/2015 8/15/2015

1,276,706.00$    

DE14-052279 A1
PY_FY Year Program Amount Start Date End Date Final Report Submission Deadline

PY 2014 AD ADMIN 2,779.00$            7/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
PY 2014 YT ADMIN 39,053.00$          4/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
PY 2014 DW ADMIN 13,897.00$          7/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
FY 2015 AD ADMIN 36,483.00$          10/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
FY 2015 DW ADMIN 84,132.00$          10/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
PY 2014 YOUTH 351,475.00$       4/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
PY 2014 ADULT 25,014.00$          7/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
FY 2015 ADULT 328,344.00$       10/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
PY 2014 DW 125,071.00$       7/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
FY 2015 DW 757,187.00$       10/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
FY 2014 RR 15,393.00$          7/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016
FY 2015 RR 93,193.00$          10/1/2014 6/30/2016 8/15/2016

1,872,021.00$    



                                                                                                Attachment H - Allocation by Program and Fiscal Year  
Updated 5/14/2014

Hide this 

column when 

attaching for

contract, but it

to be included

for copy/paste

on route slip

for FSA

PY/FY Year Program Amount Start Date End Date
PY 2010 AD ADMIN R250 30,540.00$          7/1/2010 6/30/2012
PY 2010 YT ADMIN R050 185,607.00$       4/1/2010 6/30/2012
PY 2010 DW ADMIN R670 36,208.00$          7/1/2010 6/30/2012
FY 2011 AD ADMIN R451 145,380.00$       10/1/2010 6/30/2012
FY 2011 DW ADMIN R851 96,179.00$          10/1/2010 6/30/2012
PY 2010 YOUTH R010 1,670,467.00$    4/1/2010 6/30/2012
PY 2010 Y - Realloc R010 1,158.00$            2/15/2013 3/13/2013
PY 2010 ADULT R200 274,856.00$       7/1/2010 6/30/2012
PY 2010 A - Realloc R200 1,555.00$            2/15/2013 3/13/2013
FY 2011 ADULT R401 1,308,420.00$    10/1/2010 6/30/2012
FY 2011 A - Realloc R401 8,158.00$            2/15/2013 3/13/2013
PY 2010 DW R620 228,109.00$       7/1/2010 6/30/2012
PY 2010 DW to AD R680 97,761.00$          7/1/2010 6/30/2012
PY 2010 DW - Realloc R620 97.00$                 2/15/2013 3/13/2013
FY 2011 DW R821 605,928.00$       10/1/2010 6/30/2012

DW to AD R881 259,684.00$       10/1/2010 6/30/2012
PY 2010 DW - Realloc R821 16,442.00$          2/15/2013 3/13/2013
PY 2010 RR R610 47,794.00$          7/1/2010 6/30/2012
FY 2011 RR R831 126,957.00$       10/1/2010 6/30/2012
PY 2010 SAS R140 37,809.00$          7/1/2010 6/30/2013
PY 2010 SAS R240 50,950.00$          7/1/2011 6/30/2012

5,230,059.00$    

PY_FY YR PGM RPTG AMT START END
PY 2011 AD ADMIN R251 13,340.00$          7/1/2011 6/30/2013
PY 2011 YT ADMIN R051 185,575.00$       4/1/2011 6/30/2013
PY 2011 DW ADMIN R671 27,803.00$          7/1/2011 6/30/2013
FY 2012 AD ADMIN R452 162,185.00$       10/1/2011 6/30/2013
FY 2012 DW ADMIN R852 117,763.00$       10/1/2011 6/30/2013
PY 2011 YOUTH R011 1,670,177.00$    4/1/2011 6/30/2013
PY 2011 Y -  Re-Alloc R011 11,014.00$          4 5/31/2014
PY 2011 ADULT R201 120,059.00$       7/1/2011 6/30/2013
PY 2011 A - Re-alloc R201 99.00$                 4 5/31/2014
FY 2012 ADULT R402 1,459,668.00$    10/1/2011 6/30/2013



FY 2012 A - Re-alloc R402 12,790.00$          4 5/31/2014
PY 2011 DW  R621 175,159.00$       7/1/2011 6/30/2013
PY 2011 DW->AD R681 75,068.00$          7/1/2011 6/30/2013
PY 2011 DW - Re-alloc R621 126.00$               4 5/31/2014
FY 2012 DW R822 741,903.00$       10/1/2011 6/30/2013
FY 2012 DW->AD R882 317,959.00$       10/1/2011 6/30/2013
FY 2012 DW - Re-alloc R822 6,158.00$            4 5/31/2014
PY 2011 RR R611 29,438.00$          7/1/2011 6/30/2013
PY 2011 RR - Re-alloc R611 543.00$               4 5/31/2014
PY 2011 Temp funds R611 5,968.00$            
FY 2012 RR R832 124,690.00$       10/1/2011 6/30/2013
FY 2012 RR - Re-alloc R832 11,166.00$          4 5/31/2014
FY 2012 Temp funds R832 48,554.00$          
PY 2011 Title V R832 36,326.00$          9/20/2012

5,353,531.00$    
5,220,787.00$    

PY_FY YR PGM RPTG AMT START END
PY 2012 AD ADMIN R252 13,509.00$          7/1/2012 6/30/2014
PY 2012 YT ADMIN R052 51,916.00$          4/1/2012 6/30/2014
PY 2012 DW ADMIN R672 24,406.00$          7/1/2012 6/30/2014
FY 2013 AD ADMIN R453 163,548.00$       10/1/2012 6/30/2014
FY 2013 DW ADMIN R853 141,670.00$       10/1/2012 6/30/2014
PY 2012 YOUTH R012 1,809,800.00$    4/1/2012 6/30/2014
PY 2012 ADULT R202 121,580.00$       7/1/2012 6/30/2014
FY 2013 ADULT R403 1,471,930.00$    10/1/2012 6/30/2014
PY 2012 DW  R622 109,825.00$       7/1/2012 6/30/2014
PY 2012 DW->AD R682 109,825.00$       7/1/2012 6/30/2014
FY 2013 DW R823 637,516.00$       10/1/2012 6/30/2014
FY 2013 DW->AD R883 637,515.00$       10/1/2012 6/30/2014
PY 2012 RR R612 25,841.00$          7/1/2012 6/30/2014
PY 2012 Temp funds R612 9,419.00$            
FY 2013 RR R833 141,419.00$       10/1/2012 6/30/2014
FY 2013 Temp funds R833 54,676.00$          
PY 2012 Title V R862 26,040.00$          11/21/2013 11/21/2014

5,550,435.00$    
5,559,020.00$    

Grand total 16,134,025.00$ 

1 Date of last signature on Amendment 10
2 12 months after date of last signature on Amendment 10
3 12 months and 45 days after date of last signature on amendment 10
4 Date of last signature on Amendment 11

To be recaptured from PY12/FY13 & PY13/FY14 funds

To be recaptured from PY12/FY13 & PY13/FY14 funds

To be recaptured from PY12/FY13 & PY13/FY14 funds

To be recaptured from PY12/FY13 & PY13/FY14 funds



PY_FY YR PGM RPTG AMT START END
PY 2013 AD ADMIN R253 4,019.00$            7/1/2013 6/30/2015
PY 2013 YT ADMIN R053 167,497.00$       4/1/2013 6/30/2015
PY 2013 DW ADMIN R673 9,928.00$            7/1/2013 6/30/2015
FY 2014 AD ADMIN R454 152,708.00$       10/1/2013 6/30/2015
FY 2014 DW ADMIN R853 93,991.00$          10/1/2013 6/30/2015
PY 2013 YOUTH R013 1,507,469.00$    4/1/2013 6/30/2015
PY 2013 ADULT R203 36,168.00$          7/1/2013 6/30/2015
FY 2014 ADULT R404 1,374,374.00$    10/1/2013 6/30/2015
PY 2013 DW  R623 89,349.00$          7/1/2013 6/30/2015
FY 2014 DW R824 845,920.00$       10/1/2013 6/30/2015
PY 2013 RR R613 -$                      7/1/2013 6/30/2015
FY 2014 RR R834 -$                      10/1/2013 6/30/2015

4,281,423.00$    

4,391,455.00$    

(110,032.00)$      



YUMA COUNTY
Original Allocation
Amendment 1
Amendment 2
Amendment 4
No amendment found
Amendment 3
Amendment 4
Amendment 5

DE111015-001 No amendment found
Final Report Submission Deadline Amendment 6

8/15/2012 Amendment 7
8/15/2012 Amendment 8
8/15/2012 Amendment 9
8/15/2012 Amendment 10
8/15/2012 Amendment 11
8/15/2012 Amendment 12
4/30/2013 Amendment 8 Amendment 13
8/15/2012
4/30/2013 Amendment 8
8/15/2012
4/30/2013 Amendment 8 ISSUE:  The two "No amendment found" items above indicate an addition of &717,561, and a subtraction of $768,511. 
8/15/2012 The subtraction amount is larger than the addition amount by $50,950. This would appear to be the amount of
8/15/2012 Amendment 4. It should be noted that the $50,950 was added twice to the contract.
4/30/2013 Amendment 8
8/15/2012
8/15/2012
4/30/2013 Amendment 8
8/15/2012
8/15/2012
6/30/2013 Amendment 2 NOTE: Prior attachment H's showed a total SAS of$806,320
8/14/2012 Amendment 4 NOTE: Prior attachment H's showed a total SAS of$806,320

DE111015-001
8/15/2013 Amendment 3
8/15/2013 Amendment 3
8/15/2013 Amendment 3
8/15/2013 Amendment 3
8/15/2013 Amendment 3
8/15/2013 Amendment 3
6/30/2014
8/15/2013 Amendment 3 and request for transfer dtd 10/31/11
6/30/2014
8/15/2013 Amendment 3 and request for transfer dtd 10/31/11



6/30/2014
8/15/2013 Amendment 3 and request for transfer dtd 10/31/11
8/15/2013 Request for transfer dtd 10/31/11
6/30/2014
8/15/2013 Amendment 3 and request for transfer dtd 10/31/11
8/15/2013 Request for transfer dtd 10/31/11
6/30/2014
8/15/2013 Amendment 3
6/30/2014

Amendment 11
8/15/2013 Amendment 3
6/30/2014 Amendment 11

Amendment 7

DE111014001
8/15/2014
8/15/2014 Amendment 9
8/15/2014
8/15/2014
8/15/2014
8/15/2014 Amendment 9
8/15/2014
8/15/2014
8/15/2014
8/15/2014 Request for transfer dtd 9/11/12
8/15/2014
8/15/2014
8/15/2014 FY13 RR

Amendment 11 PY13 RR
8/15/2014 Recapture amount is $8,585 FY14 RR

Amendment 11
1/5/2015 Amendment 10

To be recaptured from PY12/FY13 & PY13/FY14 funds

To be recaptured from PY12/FY13 & PY13/FY14 funds

To be recaptured from PY12/FY13 & PY13/FY14 funds

Temp funds drawback effects to different contracts

To be recaptured from PY12/FY13 & PY13/FY14 funds



New Contract #
DE14-052752

8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016 (10,512.00)$         
8/15/2016 (99,520.00)$         

(110,032.00)$      



5113890
Non-monetary
Add SAS of $37,809 37,809 5,151,699
Add SAS Technical assistance of $50,950 50950 5,202,649
SAS ????????????? 717561 5,920,210
PY11/FY12 allocation 5220787 11,140,997
PY10 SAS increase 50950 11,191,947
Non-monetary 0 11,191,947

-768511 10,423,436
PY12/FY13 allocation 5468885 15,892,321
Title V incentive 36326 15,928,647
Re-allocation funds 27410 15,956,057
Transfer PY12 funds 0 15,956,057
Title V incentive 26040 15,982,097
Temp funds 118617 16,100,714
Re-allocation funds 41896 16,142,610
Temp funds draw back Contract # 111015001 -8585 16,134,025

Temp funds draw back Contract # ADES14-052252 -110032

ISSUE:  The two "No amendment found" items above indicate an addition of &717,561, and a subtraction of $768,511. 
The subtraction amount is larger than the addition amount by $50,950. This would appear to be the amount of
Amendment 4. It should be noted that the $50,950 was added twice to the contract.

NOTE: Prior attachment H's showed a total SAS of$806,320
NOTE: Prior attachment H's showed a total SAS of$806,320

Contract # DE14-052744



PY12/FY13 PY13/FY14 Total
8,585.00$      8,585.00$          

10,512.00$     10,512.00$        
99,520.00$     99,520.00$        

8,585.00$      110,032.00$   118,617.00$      

Temp funds drawback effects to different contracts



   
    Public Hearings      8.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
New Liquor License Quick Pic Market
Submitted By: Cathy Davis, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors
Presentation: No A/V

Presentation
Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS
Signature
NOT
Required 

# of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Arlethe Rios TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Clerk of the Board

Mandated Function?: Not
Mandated 

Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve a new liquor license application for a series #10 (beer/wine store) liquor license submitted by Mr.
Suresh Kumar Thathi for Quick Pic Market located at 62 N. Oak Drive, Benson 85602.

Background:
Mr. Suresh Kumar Thathi has applied for a series #10 (berr/wine store) for Quick Pic Market located at 62
N. Oak Drive, Benson 85602. The Sheriff’s Office has no recommendation. The Planning and Zoning
Department has recommended approval of the application. There have been no formal protests to this
liquor license.

The Environmental Health Division has no concerns with the issuance of the liquor license. The
Treasurer's Office noted that all property taxes for the location are current.

Mr. Thathi has paid the $100.00 processing fee. Supporting documentation regarding this liquor license is
attached.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Board staff will forward the Board’s decision to the Arizona Department of Liquor License and Control.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
A hearing on this application will be scheduled with the State Liquor Board.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Send packet to ADLLC and copy of letter w/out attachments to applicant.

Budget Information
Information about available funds



Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:
Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:

Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers

Attachments
Application
Notice of Posting
Completed Review Forms
Affidavit of Posting



































   
    Public Hearings      9.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Request for a Master Development Plan (MDP) & Rezoning to SR-22 for Mr. Douglass Carr
Submitted By: Peter Gardner, Community Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning & Zoning
Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

1

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Peter Gardner TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Planner I

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): MDP-14-01 / Z-14-02 (Carr)

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 14-25 to amend certain Cochise County zoning district boundaries from RU-4 (Rural; one dwelling per
four-acres) to SR-22 (Single Family Residential; one dwelling per 22,000-square feet), and approve a Master Development Plan
(MDP), pursuant to the request of Mr. Douglass Carr.

Background:
APPLICATION FOR A MASTER DEVELOPMENT PLAN & REZONING
The Applicant has acquired a non-conforming 0.50-acre parcel of RU-4 property in unincorporated Tombstone. He intends to
rezone this Parcel to SR-22 to allow construction of a site-built home and septic system and must amend the comprehensive
plan to do so. Such an amendment requires a Master Development Plan. 
The property is an unaddressed Parcel (108-15-061G) and is adjacent to the Diamond Acres subdivision, north of incorporated
Tombstone, just off Highway 80 between Mileposts 313 and 314, on Spanish Bayonet Drive. The Applicant is Douglass Carr.
I. PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION MEETING ON JULY 9, 2014
After staff’s presentation, the Applicant reiterated that this request is intended to facilitate the residential development of the
parcel, and expressed a willingness to accept a zoning that would only permit site-built homes if that was what was required to
move forward. After brief discussion, the Planning and Zoning Commission voted unanimously (5-0) to forward a
recommendation of Conditional Approval to the Board of Supervisors with a zoning of SR-22 rather than R-18. 
II. DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PARCEL AND SURROUNDING LAND USES
Size: 22,252.87-square feet (0.50-acres)
Zoning: RU-4 (Rural, one dwelling per4-acres)
Growth Area: Category D (Rural Area)
Area Plan: None 
Comprehensive Plan Designation: Rural 
Existing Uses: Vacant
Proposed Uses: Single Family Residence

Surrounding Zoning
Relation to Subject Parcel Zoning District Use of Property
North RU-4 Single Family Residence
South MH-72 Single Family Residence
East RU-4/MH-72 Vacant/Single Family Residence
West RU-4 Vacant 

III. PARCEL HISTORY
The parcel was split into its current, non-conforming configuration in 2002. The Applicant took ownership of the parcel in 2012.
There is no permit or violation history on the parcel.

IV. NATURE OF REQUEST
The Applicant, Douglass Carr, wishes to construct a single-family dwelling on the parcel. The half-acre parcel is zoned RU-4
(Rural, one dwelling per four-acres), which makes it a non-conforming lot. Due to this non-conformance, Staff may not issue
building permits for the property. To rectify the non-conformance, the Applicant has requested a rezoning to a density that will
accommodate his desire to construct a home on the parcel. There are a number of zoning districts that would render the site
compliant; however, the area is located within an area of the County designated as Growth Category D under the
Comprehensive Plan. Category D areas normally only permit Rural and assorted Residential zoning districts with a minimum lot
size of two-acres or more in size, or the Heavy Industry district. Exceptions to this may be made if authorized under an area,
community, or master development plan. Under the Zoning Regulations, the only method the Applicant can utilize to reach his
goal of building on this parcel is to request a Master Development Plan approval. The MDP process will then allow him to



goal of building on this parcel is to request a Master Development Plan approval. The MDP process will then allow him to
request the change in zoning district, to make the parcel conforming. 
The Applicant’s original request was to rezone the parcel to R-18 (Residential, one dwelling per 18,000-square feet), but in light
of neighbor concerns regarding the placement of a manufactured home, Staff is recommending, with the Applicant’s permission,
a rezoning to SR-22 (Single-Household Residential, one dwelling per 22,000-square feet), a more restrictive zoning district as
only site-built homes will be allowed.
V. ANALYSIS OF IMPACTS 
Mandatory Compliance
The subject property lies within a Category “D”–Rural Area and is considered a “Rural” land use designation area per the
Comprehensive Plan. Section 402 of the County Zoning Regulations permits only Zoning Districts with a minimum lot size of
two-acres or more, or the Heavy Industry District unless another Plan supersedes this requirement. The proposed Master
Development Plan would therefore permit a Zoning District that will render the site compliant.

Compliance with Rezoning Criteria
Section 2208.03 of the Zoning Regulations provides 15 criteria used to evaluate rezoning requests. 11 of the criteria are
applicable to this request, which, as submitted, complies with each of the 11 applicable factors. 
1. Provides an Adequate Land Use/Concept Plan—Complies.
The Applicant has submitted a concept plan, and, as this request is a single parcel suitable for the development of one Single
Family Residence, a full site plan may be deferred until permit submittal. Note that Section 2208.03.B.1 of the Zoning
Regulations does not relate specifically to what is proposed. That is, the rezoning would not facilitate a new residential
subdivision development and so would not require a new subdivision plat submittal. 
2. Compliance with the Applicable Site Development Standards—Complies.
The site will be able to comply with all site development standards for the SR-22 Zoning Districts.
3. Adjacent Districts Remain Capable of Development—Complies.
The proposal would not affect the development prospects of any neighboring property.
4. Limitation on Creation of Nonconforming Uses—Complies.
The proposal would not create any non-conforming land uses.
5. Compatibility with Existing Development—Complies.
There is no existing development, and the proposed Zoning District is compatible with the adjoining RU-4 and MH-72 Districts.
The SR-22 District in particular fits with the existing residential development of single family, site-built homes.
6. Rezoning to More Intense Districts—Complies. 
Either proposed zoning district provides a reasonable transition between the RU-4 and MH-72 zoning districts.
7. Adequate Services and Infrastructure— Complies.
The site has potential for all necessary utilities.
8. Traffic Circulation Criteria—Complies.
The site takes access from a residential street, which currently serves several residential properties.
9. Development Along Major Streets—Not Applicable.
The property does not border any major street.
10. Infill—Not Applicable.
This Factor applies only for rezoning requests to GB, LI or HI, and is therefore not applicable.
11. Unique Topographic Features—Not Applicable.
The size of the site and proposed Zoning Districts do not permit the intense development this factor applies to.
12. Water Conservation—Complies.
The site lies within the Sierra Vista Sub-Watershed overlay zone, and residential development must comply with applicable
water conservation measures.
13. Public Input—Complies.
While several statements of opposition have been received by Staff, the focus of the opposition has been the Applicant’s
proposal to install a manufactured home. Both the RU-4 and MH-72 Districts do permit manufactured and rehabilitated mobile
home, though the adjacent Diamond Acres subdivision, though zoned MH-72, does not permit either. Therefore, Staff, with the
Applicant’s permission, is requesting a rezoning to SR-22, which does not permit manufactured or mobile homes.
14. Hazardous Materials – Not Applicable.
No hazardous materials are proposed as part of the development plan.
15. Compliance with Comprehensive and Master Development Plan - Complies
While a very minor Master Development Plan is required in this case due to the interaction of the Zoning Regulations and
Comprehensive Plan in this area, the request satisfies the intent of the Comprehensive Plan by creating a buffer of moderate
density between RU-4 and MH-72 Zoning Districts.
Compliance with Master Development Plan Criteria
This case is an unusual application of the Master Development Plan process due to the odd comprehensive plan designations
in the surrounding area. The Zoning Regulations list a number of requirements for a Master Development Plan, and grant the
Zoning Inspector the authority to waive any requirements that are not applicable to a particular project. In this case, the only
requirement that is applicable is water conservation, which has been addressed in the Rezoning Factors above.
VI. SUMMARY
This rezoning request pertains to a single non-conforming lot north of Tombstone. The Applicant has acquired the lot ten years
after the non-compliant situation was created by a previous owner, and wishes to develop the property with a single-family
dwelling. Due to unusual circumstances involving Comprehensive Plan Designations and their effect on the Zoning Regulations
regarding rezonings, a Master Development Plan must also be approved. This request is outside the intended use of the Master
Development Plan process, and all but one of the requirements for such a Plan are not applicable in this case. Essentially, the
Plan is a procedural issue to legitimize an otherwise straightforward request.
In Staff’s analysis, the major issue that has arisen in the opposition of neighboring property owners to the installation of a
manufactured home on the site, citing property value concerns and an expectation of the area permitting only site built homes.
The Applicant has expressed a willingness to construct a site built home instead of a manufactured home if that is necessary to
allow him to develop the property. Staff therefore recommends amending the zoning with an SR-22 zoning, which would not



permit a manufactured home, and would keep all other site development standards the same, or tighten them in the case of
minimum lot size. 
Staff’s recommendation is based upon the above analysis, as well as the following Factors in Favor and Against approval:
Factors in Favor of Approval
1. Allowing the request would be in keeping with the character of the area which is undeveloped land, and scattered single
family, site-built homes; 
2. The Comprehensive Plan policies encourage buffers of moderate density between dissimilar Zoning Districts (in this case
RU-4 and MH-72); 
3. With the change requested by Staff of using SR-22 rather than R-18 zoning, concerns regarding manufactured homes will be
assuaged; 
4. The request complies with each of the 11 applicable factors used by Staff to analyze such requests; and
5. One neighbor has expressed support for the project in writing.
Factors Against Approval
1. The request comes as a result of a request to legitimize a non-conforming lot; and 
2. Two neighboring property owners have expressed opposition based on the decline property values relating to manufactured
homes.
VII. RECOMMENDATION
Based on the Factors in Favor of Approval, staff recommends approval, subject to the following standard Conditions: 
1. The Zoning be changed to SR-22 rather than R-18; 
2. The Applicant shall provide the County with a signed Acceptance of Conditions and a Waiver of Claims form arising from
ARS Section 12-1134 signed by the property owner of the subject property within thirty (30) days of Board of Supervisors
approval of the rezoning; and
3. It is the Applicant’s responsibility to obtain any additional permits, or meet any additional conditions, that may be applicable to
the proposed use pursuant to other federal, state, or local laws or regulations. 
Mr. Chair, I recommend we conditionally approve Docket MDP-14-01/ Z-14-02 subject to the Conditions recommended by staff.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If the Board approves the MDP and Rezoning requests, the next step would be for the Chairman to sign the Resolution.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If the Board does not adopt the Resolution, the 0.5-acre property would remain zoned RU-4, and therefore could not be legally
developed.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Please return a copy of the signed, recorded Resolution for the Department's files.

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:

Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:
Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers

Attachments
PowerPoint
MDP-14-01/Z-14-02 (Carr) Staff Report
Attachments to Report
Legal Notice



Docket MDP-14-01/
Z-14-02 (Carr)

A Master Development Plan to Rezone a A Master Development Plan to Rezone a 
Parcel from 

RU-4 to R-18      

Board of Supervisors

08.12.14



Docket MDP-14-01/Z-14-02
(Carr)

 The Applicant is Douglas Carr.

 Request to rezone a non-compliant 0.5-acre parcel from RU-4.

 The parcel is located north of Tombstone, northwest of the 
junction of Highways 80 & 82.

 The parcel is non-conforming in the RU-4 (minimum 4-acres) for 
building a home.building a home.

 If rezoned to R-18 (Residential: one dwelling per 18,000-square 
feet) the Applicant can obtain a permit and build a residence.

 Staff recommends a rezoning to SR-22 (Single Household 
Residential: one site-built dwelling per 22,000-square feet.)

 The Planning and Zoning Commission voted Unanimously (5-0) to 
recommend conditional approval of the docket, including a zoning 
of SR-22.



Location

Highway 80

Parcel

3

Highway 82



Site Photos

4



Site Photos
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Site Photos
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Factors in Favor

1. Allowing the request would be in keeping with the character of the 
area which is undeveloped land, and scattered single family, site-
built homes; 

2. The Comprehensive Plan policies encourage buffers of moderate 
density between dissimilar Zoning Districts (in this case RU-4 and 
MH-72); 

3. With the change requested by Staff of using SR-22 rather than R-

7

3. With the change requested by Staff of using SR-22 rather than R-
18 zoning, concerns regarding manufactured homes will be 
assuaged; 

4. The request complies with each of the 11 applicable factors used 
by Staff to analyze such requests; 

5. One neighbor has expressed support for the project in writing; and
6. The Planning and Zoning Commission voted Unanimously (5-0) to 

recommend conditional approval of the docket, including a zoning 
of SR-22.



Factors Against Approval

1. The request comes as a result of a request to legitimize a 
non-conforming lot; and 

2. Two neighboring property owners have expressed 
opposition based on the decline property values relating 
to manufactured homes.

8

to manufactured homes.



Recommendation:
Conditional Approval

1. The Zoning be changed to SR-22 rather than R-18; 
2. The Applicant shall provide the County with a signed 

Acceptance of Conditions and a Waiver of Claims form 
arising from ARS Section 12-1134 signed by the 
property owner of the subject property within thirty 

9

property owner of the subject property within thirty 
(30) days of Board of Supervisors approval of the 
rezoning; and

3. It is the Applicant’s responsibility to obtain any 
additional permits, or meet any additional conditions, 
that may be applicable to the proposed use pursuant to 
other federal, state, or local laws or regulations. 



Sample Motion

Mr. Chairman, I recommend conditional approval of Docket
MDP-14-01/Z-14-02, a Master Development Plan and
Rezoning of a parcel from RU-4 to SR-22, subject to the
Conditions recommended by staff.

7/28/2014 10



COCHISE COUNTY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
“Public Programs…Personal Service”

MEMORANDUM

TO: Board of Supervisors

Through: Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator

FROM: Peter Gardner, Planner I

For: Beverly Wilson, Planning Director

SUBJECT: Docket MDP-14-01/Z-14-02 (Carr)

DATE: June 25, 2014, for the July 9, 2014 Meeting

APPLICATION FOR A MASTER DEVELOPMENT PLAN & REZONING

The Applicant has acquired a non-conforming 0.50-acre parcel of RU-4 property in 
unincorporated Tombstone. He intends to rezone this Parcel to SR-22 to allow construction of a 
site-built home and septic system and must amend the comprehensive plan to do so.  Such an 
amendment requires a Master Development Plan.  

The property is an unaddressed Parcel (108-15-061G) is adjacent to the Diamond Acres 
subdivision, north of incorporated Tombstone, just off Highway 80 between Mileposts 313 and 
314, on Spanish Bayonet Drive.  The Applicant is Douglass Carr.

I. PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION MEETING ON JULY 9, 2014

After staff’s presentation, the Applicant reiterated that this request is intended to facilitate the 
residential development of the parcel, and expressed a willingness to accept a zoning that would 
only permit site-built homes if that was what was required to move forward.  After brief 
discussion, the Planning and Zoning Commission voted unanimously (5-0) to forward a 
recommendation of Conditional Approval to the Board of Supervisors with a zoning of SR-22 
rather than R-18.

II. DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PARCEL AND SURROUNDING LAND USES

Size: 22,252.87-square feet (0.50-acres)
Zoning: RU-4 (Rural, one dwelling per4-acres)
Growth Area: Category D (Rural Area)
Area Plan: None
Comprehensive Plan Designation:      Rural
Existing Uses: Vacant
Proposed Uses: Single Family Residence

Surrounding Zoning
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Relation to Subject Parcel Zoning District Use of Property
North RU-4 Single Family Residence
South MH-72 Single Family Residence
East RU-4/MH-72 Vacant/Single Family Residence
West RU-4 Vacant 

III. PARCEL HISTORY

The parcel was split into its current, non-conforming configuration in 2002.  The Applicant took 
ownership of the parcel in 2012. There is no permit or violation history on the parcel.

West view of the existing neighborhood.

IV. NATURE OF REQUEST

The Applicant, Douglass Carr, wishes to construct a single-family dwelling on the parcel.  The half-
acre parcel is zoned RU-4 (Rural, one dwelling per four-acres), which makes it a non-conforming 
lot.  Due to this non-conformance, Staff may not issue building permits for the property.  To rectify 
the non-conformance, the Applicant has requested a rezoning to a density that will accommodate his 
desire to construct a home on the parcel. There are a number of zoning districts that would render 
the site compliant; however, the area is located within an area of the County designated as Growth 
Category D under the Comprehensive Plan.  Category D areas normally only permit Rural and 
assorted Residential zoning districts with a minimum lot size of two-acres or more in size, or the 
Heavy Industry district. Exceptions to this may be made if authorized under an area, community, or 
master development plan. Under the Zoning Regulations, the only method the Applicant can utilize 
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to reach his goal of building on this parcel is to request a Master Development Plan approval.  The 
MDP process will then allow him to request the change in zoning district, to make the parcel 
conforming.

The Applicant’s original request was to rezone the parcel to R-18 (Residential, one dwelling per 
18,000-square feet), but in light of neighbor concerns regarding the placement of a manufactured 
home, Staff is recommending, with the Applicant’s permission, a rezoning to SR-22 (Single-
Household Residential, one dwelling per 22,000-square feet), a more restrictive zoning district as 
only site-built homes will be allowed.

V. ANALYSIS OF IMPACTS 

Mandatory Compliance

The subject property lies within a Category “D”–Rural Area and is considered a “Rural” land use 
designation area per the Comprehensive Plan.  Section 402 of the County Zoning Regulations 
permits only Zoning Districts with a minimum lot size of two-acres or more, or the Heavy Industry 
District unless another Plan supersedes this requirement.  The proposed Master Development Plan 
would therefore permit a Zoning District that will render the site compliant.

View of the lot on the right behind the existing homes.

Compliance with Rezoning Criteria

Section 2208.03 of the Zoning Regulations provides 15 criteria used to evaluate rezoning 
requests. 11 of the criteria are applicable to this request, which, as submitted, complies with 
each of the 11 applicable factors.

1.  Provides an Adequate Land Use/Concept Plan—Complies.
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The Applicant has submitted a concept plan, and, as this request is a single parcel suitable for the 
development of one Single Family Residence, a full site plan may be deferred until permit 
submittal.  Note that Section 2208.03.B.1 of the Zoning Regulations does not relate specifically to 
what is proposed. That is, the rezoning would not facilitate a new residential subdivision 
development and so would not require a new subdivision plat submittal.

2. Compliance with the Applicable Site Development Standards—Complies.

The site will be able to comply with all site development standards for the SR-22 Zoning Districts.

3. Adjacent Districts Remain Capable of Development—Complies.

The proposal would not affect the development prospects of any neighboring property.

4. Limitation on Creation of Nonconforming Uses—Complies.

The proposal would not create any non-conforming land uses.

5.  Compatibility with Existing Development—Complies.

There is no existing development, and the proposed Zoning District is compatible with the 
adjoining RU-4 and MH-72 Districts. The SR-22 District in particular fits with the existing 
residential development of single family, site-built homes.

6. Rezoning to More Intense Districts—Complies. 

Either proposed zoning district provides a reasonable transition between the RU-4 and MH-72 
zoning districts.

7.  Adequate Services and Infrastructure— Complies.

The site has potential for all necessary utilities.

8. Traffic Circulation Criteria—Complies.

The site takes access from a residential street, which currently serves several residential 
properties.

9. Development Along Major Streets—Not Applicable.

The property does not border any major street.

10.  Infill—Not Applicable.

This Factor applies only for rezoning requests to GB, LI or HI, and is therefore not applicable.

11.  Unique Topographic Features—Not Applicable.

The size of the site and proposed Zoning Districts do not permit the intense development this 
factor applies to.

12.  Water Conservation—Complies.

The site lies within the Sierra Vista Sub-Watershed overlay zone, and residential development 
must comply with applicable water conservation measures.

13. Public Input—Complies.

While several statements of opposition have been received by Staff, the focus of the opposition 
has been the Applicant’s proposal to install a manufactured home.  Both the RU-4 and MH-72 
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Districts do permit manufactured and rehabilitated mobile home, though the adjacent Diamond 
Acres subdivision, though zoned MH-72, does not permit either.  Therefore, Staff, with the 
Applicant’s permission, is requesting a rezoning to SR-22, which does not permit manufactured 
or mobile homes.

14.  Hazardous Materials – Not Applicable.

No hazardous materials are proposed as part of the development plan.

15. Compliance with Comprehensive and Master Development Plan - Complies

While a very minor Master Development Plan is required in this case due to the interaction of the 
Zoning Regulations and Comprehensive Plan in this area, the request satisfies the intent of the 
Comprehensive Plan by creating a buffer of moderate density between RU-4 and MH-72 Zoning 
Districts.

Compliance with Master Development Plan Criteria

This case is an unusual application of the Master Development Plan process due to the odd 
comprehensive plan designations in the surrounding area.  The Zoning Regulations list a number 
of requirements for a Master Development Plan, and grant the Zoning Inspector the authority to 
waive any requirements that are not applicable to a particular project.  In this case, the only 
requirement that is applicable is water conservation, which has been addressed in the Rezoning 
Factors above.

VI. SUMMARY

This rezoning request pertains to a single non-conforming lot north of Tombstone.  The Applicant 
has acquired the lot ten years after the non-compliant situation was created by a previous owner, and 
wishes to develop the property with a single-family dwelling.  Due to unusual circumstances 
involving Comprehensive Plan Designations and their effect on the Zoning Regulations regarding 
rezonings, a Master Development Plan must also be approved.  This request is outside the intended 
use of the Master Development Plan process, and all but one of the requirements for such a Plan are 
not applicable in this case.  Essentially, the Plan is a procedural issue to legitimize an otherwise 
straightforward request.

In Staff’s analysis, the major issue that has arisen in the opposition of neighboring property owners 
to the installation of a manufactured home on the site, citing property value concerns and an 
expectation of the area permitting only site built homes.  The Applicant has expressed a willingness 
to construct a site built home instead of a manufactured home if that is necessary to allow him to 
develop the property.  Staff therefore recommends amending the zoning with an SR-22 zoning, 
which would not permit a manufactured home, and would keep all other site development standards 
the same, or tighten them in the case of minimum lot size. 

Staff’s recommendation is based upon the above analysis, as well as the following Factors in Favor 
and Against approval:

Factors in Favor of Approval

1. Allowing the request would be in keeping with the character of the area which is 
undeveloped land, and scattered single family, site-built homes;

2. The Comprehensive Plan policies encourage buffers of moderate density between 
dissimilar Zoning Districts (in this case RU-4 and MH-72); 
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3. With the change requested by Staff of using SR-22 rather than R-18 zoning, concerns 
regarding manufactured homes will be assuaged;

4. The request complies with each of the 11 applicable factors used by Staff to analyze such 
requests; and

5. One neighbor has expressed support for the project in writing.

Factors Against Approval

1. The request comes as a result of a request to legitimize a non-conforming lot; and

2. Two neighboring property owners have expressed opposition based on the decline
property values relating to manufactured homes.

VII. RECOMMENDATION

Based on the Factors in Favor of Approval, staff recommends approval, subject to the following 
standard Conditions: 

1. The Zoning be changed to SR-22 rather than R-18; 

2. The Applicant shall provide the County with a signed Acceptance of Conditions and a 
Waiver of Claims form arising from ARS Section 12-1134 signed by the property 
owner of the subject property within thirty (30) days of Board of Supervisors approval 
of the rezoning; and

3. It is the Applicant’s responsibility to obtain any additional permits, or meet any 
additional conditions, that may be applicable to the proposed use pursuant to other 
federal, state, or local laws or regulations. 

Mr. Chair, I recommend we conditionally approve Docket MDP-14-01/ Z-14-02 to the Board of 
Supervisors, subject to the Conditions recommended by staff.

VII. ATTACHMENTS

A. Rezoning Application
B. Master Development Plan Application
C. Concept Plan
D. Location Map
E.  Neighbor Response













































LEGAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Cochise County Planning and Zoning Commission hereby gives notice a public hearing will 
be held at or after 4:00 p.m., on Wednesday, July 9, 2014, at the Cochise County Board of 
Supervisors Hearing Room, at 1415 Melody Lane, Building G, in Bisbee, Arizona, to consider 
the following:

Docket MDP-14-01/Z-14-02 (Carr): The Applicant has acquired a non-conforming 0.51-acre 
parcel of RU-4 property in unincorporated Tombstone. He intends to rezone this Parcel to TR-18 
to allow placement of a manufactured home and septic system and must amend the 
comprehensive plan to do so.  Such an amendment requires a Master Development Plan.  The 
property is an unaddressed Parcel (108-15-061G) in the Diamond Acres subdivision, north of 
incorporated Tombstone, just off Highway 80 between Mileposts 313 and 314, on Spanish 
Bayonet Drive. The property is further described as being in Section 28, Township 19 South, 
Range 22 East of the G&SRB&M in Cochise County, Arizona.  The Applicant is Douglass Carr.

Details of the above docket are on file in the Cochise County Planning Department and may be 
examined during office hours.  Inquiries may be directed to Planner Peter Gardner by calling 520-
432-9240, or by email to pgardner@cochise.az.gov. All persons interested in said matter may 
appear at the public hearing.

If the above docket has not been heard by the Planning and Zoning Commission by 8 p.m. at the 
July 9, 2014 meeting, the public hearing may be continued to a later date at the Chair’s discretion.
At the hearing, the Commission will forward a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors, who 
would hear the Docket at a subsequent public hearing to be held at 10:00 a.m. on Tuesday, August 
12, 2014 at the same location.

Dated June 17, 2014

Publish: Bisbee Observer
No later than June 19, 2014



   
    Public Hearings      10.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Establish a portion of Gleeson Road as a Declared County Highway
Submitted By: Terry Couchenour, Community Development
Department: Community Development Division: Highways
Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

1

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Karen Riggs TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

County Engineer

Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

ARS 28-6701 & 28-6703

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 14-26 to establish approximately 10 miles of Gleeson Road, as described therein, as a Declared County
Highway.

Background:
Recommendation: This department recommends that the accompanying resolution be adopted to establish the remaining
segments of Gleeson Road, from Tombstone to Highway 191, as a declared County Highway.

Background (Brief): Gleeson Road connects the City of Tombstone to the communities of Gleeson and Elfrida, and is one of
only two central routes between Highway 80 and Highway 191. Due to the use of this vital corridor for agriculture and residential
purposes, the Board of Supervisors directed that the road be upgraded from a native surface to a chip-sealed surface. Over
several years the road has been improved via a combination of contracted and in-house efforts.

While Gleeson Road was declared a County Highway in 1905, the declaration was rescinded by Resolution 03-82 so that the
road could be signed as a Primitive Road. Due to the improved condition of the road, it no longer serves as a Primitive Road. In
2009 and 2011 several resolutions were adopted to reestablish portions as a County Highway. With the completion of the road
improvement staff recommends that that the remaining segment be reestablished as a Declared County Highway.

In a separate but related issue, staff will present for Board consideration a recommendation to approve a 15 ton weight
restriction for Gleeson Road. This will allow local transportation of needed goods to residents along Gleeson but restrict through
traffic of oversized and heavy loads that this roadway is not designed for.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon adoption of the resolution, no further Board action is required to establish the County Highway.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
A portion of Gleeson Road will not be established as a Declared County Highway and remain designated as a Primitive Road.
The Primitive Road designation is in conflict with the improved condition of Gleeson Road.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Please insert resolution number on resolution map and record the resolution with the resolution map attached as one document.
Please return a copy of the recorded resolution to H&F, attn: Right-of-way Division.

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available: n/a

Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:
Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1: n/a

Fund Transfers



Attachments
Executive Summary for Gleeson Road Highway Establishment
Location Map for Gleeson Road Highway Establishment
Resolution for Gleeson Road Highway Establishment
Power Point for Gleeson Road Highway Establishment
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MEMORANDUM 
 
DATE:  July 29, 2014 

TO:  Board of Supervisors  

THRU:  Karen Riggs, P.E., County Engineer 

FROM: Terry Couchenour, Right-of-way/GIS 

SUBJECT: Gleeson Road, County Highway Establishment 

 
Recommendation: This department recommends that the accompanying resolution be adopted to 
establish the remaining segments of Gleeson Road, from Tombstone to Highway 191, as a declared 
County Highway. 
 
Background (Brief): Gleeson Road connects the City of Tombstone to the communities of Gleeson and 
Elfrida, and is one of only two central routes between Highway 80 and Highway 191.  Due to the use of 
this vital corridor for agriculture and residential purposes, the Board of Supervisors directed that the road 
be upgraded from a native surface to a chip-sealed surface.  Over several years the road has been 
improved via a combination of contracted and in-house efforts. 
 
While Gleeson Road was declared a County Highway in 1905, the declaration was rescinded by 
Resolution 03-82 so that the road could be signed as a Primitive Road.  Due to the improved condition of 
the road, it no longer serves as a Primitive Road.  In 2009 and 2011 several resolutions were adopted to 
reestablish portions as a County Highway.  With the completion of the road improvement staff 
recommends that that the remaining segment be reestablished as a Declared County Highway. 
 
In a separate but related issue, staff will present for Board consideration a recommendation to approve a 
15 ton weight restriction for Gleeson Road.  This will allow local transportation of needed goods to 
residents along Gleeson but restrict through traffic of oversized and heavy loads that this roadway is not 
designed for. 
 
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: N/A   
 
Next Steps/Action Items/Follow-up: Upon adoption of the resolution, no further Board action is 
required to establish the County Highway. 
 
Impact of Not Approving: A portion of Gleeson Road will not be established as a Declared County 
Highway and remain designated as a Primitive Road.  The Primitive Road designation is in conflict with 
the improved condition of Gleeson Road. 
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Gleeson Road approximate Milepost 2.3 looking East



Gleeson Road approximate Milepost 12.2 looking West



   
    Action      11.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Planning Department Fee Wavier for Palominas Fire District
Submitted By: Dora Flores, Community Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning & Zoning
Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Dora Flores TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Interim Zoning
Administrator

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 14-0862

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve a request from Palominas Fire District, a Special District, for a waiver of permit fees totaling $317.45 for the
construction of a 312 square foot carport with an enclosed area for storage.

Background:
Mark Matthews, Assistant Chief of Palominas Fire District, a Special District, has requested permit fees be waived
for the project consisting of a 312 square foot carport with an enclosed area for storage at their training facility burn
building area. The site is located at 9222 S Kings Ranch Road in Hereford. Resolution 13-05 allows department
directors to waive fees in certain instances, but does not include waiving $317.45 in buildling code fees for a Fire
District. Hence, this fee waiver request is submitted to the Board of Supervisors for a determination.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
The Community Development Department would not charge Palominas Fire District the $317.45 fee.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The applicant would be required to pay $317.45 for the permit fees.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
None

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:
Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:

Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers

Attachments



   
    Action      12.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Establish a Fifteen (15) Ton Weight Restriction on Gleeson Road
Submitted By: Terry Couchenour, Community Development
Department: Community Development Division: Highways
Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

1

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Karen Riggs TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

County Engineer

Docket Number (If applicable): 
Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 
ARS 28-627.A.7;
28-1106.C 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 14-27 to establish a 15 ton weight restriction on Gleeson Road, as described therein.

Background:
Recommendation: This department recommends adoption of the accompanying resolution authorizing a 15 ton
weight restriction for Gleeson Road, from the Tombstone City limits, east approximately 23 miles to Highway 191.

Background (Brief): Gleeson Road, from Tombstone running east approximately 23 miles to Highway 191 north of
Elfrida, is one of only two central routes connecting these communities. Over several years Gleeson Road was
improved from a native surface to a chip-sealed surface via a combination of contracted and in-house efforts.

Staff is concerned that heavy traffic will cause extensive damage to the roadway surface and shoulders. In the past,
similar traffic corridors such as Charleston Road were damaged by excessive weight vehicles, creating hazards for
the traveling public and prompting continual repair and maintenance. Subsequently the Board established weight
restrictions to protect the traveling public, preserve the public’s investment and direct excessive weight vehicles to
other corridors. Staff recommends that the Board similarly protect Gleeson Road.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon adoption and recording of the resolution the Highway and Floodplain Division will install signage to adequately
warn road users of the weight restriction. No further Board action is necessary.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If the resolution is not approved excessive weight vehicles will damage Gleeson Road creating hazards to the
traveling public and prompting additional maintenance.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Please return a copy of the recorded Resolution to H&F, attn: Terry Couchenour.

Attachments
Executive Summary for Gleeson Road Weight Restriction
Location Map for Gleeson Road Weight Restriction
Resolution for Gleeson Road Weight Restriction



Power Point for Gleeson Road Weight Restriction



COCHISE COUNTY 

    COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
“Public Programs…Personal Service” 

 
 

 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
DATE:  July 29, 2014 

TO:  Board of Supervisors  

THRU:  Karen Riggs, P.E., County Engineer 

FROM: Terry Couchenour, Right-of-way/GIS 

SUBJECT: 15 Ton Weight Restriction for Gleeson Road 

 
Recommendation: This department recommends adoption of the accompanying resolution authorizing a 
15 ton weight restriction for Gleeson Road, from the Tombstone City limits, east approximately 23 miles 
to Highway 191. 
 
Background (Brief): Gleeson Road, from Tombstone running east approximately 23 miles to Highway 
191 north of Elfrida, is one of only two central routes connecting these communities.  Over several years 
Gleeson Road was improved from a native surface to a chip-sealed surface via a combination of 
contracted and in-house efforts. 
 
Staff is concerned that heavy traffic will cause extensive damage to the roadway surface and shoulders.  
In the past, similar traffic corridors such as Charleston Road were damaged by excessive weight vehicles, 
creating hazards for the traveling public and prompting continual repair and maintenance.  Subsequently 
the Board established weight restrictions to protect the traveling public, preserve the public’s investment 
and direct excessive weight vehicles to other corridors.  Staff recommends that the Board similarly protect 
Gleeson Road. 
 
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: N/A 
 
Next Steps/Action Items/Follow-up: Upon adoption and recording of the resolution the Highway and 
Floodplain Division will install signage to adequately warn road users of the weight restriction.  No 
further Board action is necessary.  
 
Impact of Not Approving: If the resolution is not approved excessive weight vehicles will damage 
Gleeson Road creating hazards to the traveling public and prompting additional maintenance. 
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    Action      13.             

Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Treasurer             
Meeting Date: 08/12/2014  
Abatement of property taxes and the removal of tax liens on certificate of clearance 2014-0403 thru 2014-0425 and 2014-0427
to 2014-0429
Submitted By: Pam Munsey, County Treasurer
Department: County Treasurer
Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Catherine L. Traywick TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Treasurer

Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

42-19118

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the recommendation of the County Treasurer for the abatement of property taxes and interest on personal property and
the removal of personal property tax liens on Treasurer's Certificate of Clearance No’s.2014-0403 to 2014-0425 and 2014-0427
to 2014-0429 pursuant to A.R.S. 42-19118.

Background:
Pursuant to A.R.S. 42-19118 after a diligent search by this Office and the Sheriff's Department, we have determined that the
properties that were subject to these taxes were either removed, destroyed or no longer have any real value that would warrant
collection. We are requesting to abate personal properties list on the Treasurer's Certificate of Clearance No’s. 2014-0403 thru
2014-0425 and 2014-0427 to 2014-0429 and authority to delete these taxes from the collection lists.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Mr. Chairman to sign the Treasurer's Certificate of Clearance No’s. 2014-0403 thru 2014-0425 and 2014-0427 to 2014-0429 and
return copy to Treasurer’s office.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Cost of pursuing the collection procedures of personal property would continue to increase with no return revenue.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Signature required on approved Certificate’s of Clearance

Budget Information
Information about available funds

Budgeted: Funds Available: Amount Available:

Unbudgeted: Funds NOT Available: Amendment:
Account Code(s) for Available Funds
1:

Fund Transfers
Fiscal Year: 2014-2015

One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$): 13,125.22
Ongoing Costs? ($$$):

County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$):

Source of Funding?:
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
A.R.S. 42-18351 The cost of pursuing the statutory lien sale and collection procedures of the seizure and sale of personal



A.R.S. 42-18351 The cost of pursuing the statutory lien sale and collection procedures of the seizure and sale of personal
property would exceed the revenue that could be derived.

Attachments
Certificate of Clearance 2014 0403 to 0412
Certificate of Clearance 2014 0413 to 0422
Certificate of Clearance 2014 0423 to 0425 and 0427 to 0429
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